
/ir. ?aul Kioany (Robert F or L Pritelolt?) %ZI Old l^coivor Hoad 

Assistant to the Diroctorp AIPF Froderiok, lid* 21701 

Treasury l^pt* 2/22l'd0 

Washiii^on, D.C* 20226 

Dear %• Moeny, 

In your letter of the 12th you state that you oaruiot accept ny letter of tlie 
6th as the appeal I called it because I didn*t use your appeals shoot# You also insist 
on cuddng a (7)(c) claim for i:iforsaation in the public domain, your roason boin^ that 
*^t would bo too great a burden for this office to collect and rood all the published 
ittocBtras information concerning the Kennedy Aasasednation to dotormine what is or 
is not in the public ^ioinain* Having insisted tiiat I have not apixjaled you toll mo 1 
Ciin, \^hich is gcncrouQ of you, and that **you must identify the spejoifio iteiao being 
contested and state your ajrguments clearly and concisely after which **Wo will be 
glad to process your appeal rec^uost*” 

If you were loss concomed about being st^rburcaucracts and making use of 5X)IA 
a problem when it needn^t bo and could keep your own records and affairs cstrai^ you 
would have considerably'^ess work and would spend considerably less money# 

The records roferrod to you by tho Fdl pertain to both trie JFK and hartln ^uHier 
King asfiastdnation and two two different cases in tv^o different courts to which the 
Deoartoent of Justice has given aasurancos you prove to be gal 0 O#If you paid any 
attention at all to what you sent mo you’d Icnow that it iiicluded my ^^ing asnassination 
request of 12/25A5* For wiiicli a 1980 response is not a bit too sooh# 

With regard to bolng clear end concioo, how much more of each can I bo than I was 
whon I told you I was appoallng aH tho excisions because all you td.tldK?ld is vdtiiin 
tho public doi^uiin? I don’t baldove I sugf;e3te<;i that you rood any publinhod irtatc:<d.ol, 
althou^ all you withheld ims been published# You arc part of a govciTment that has 
made diacloGures ami what you withhold has all beem disclosed by that govoi-mcnt# 

Tl^so aro F3XI rcCorda# Did you ask the Fi^ if It has disclosed what you \d.t})hold? 

Does there not liavo to be a privacy to protect before you make tho claim? And vdiat 
do you have to to know that tho name of the head of the FiiX’s dOlA/Vk branch is 
not shbject to a (‘/)o) claim? Yet you made it - an;:! in a case in which the jizdgo 
ordered that no nm&a of any miblio employees perfcxrtidng a public function be v/ithhuld# 

At least three of your people i^Kmed mo at ICx^t/thrse different tiroes about on 
allGgedly nocossary extension of time# Each time I willing said to take all tho tino 
that was nocossary# This is incrtidlbic p^artaining to ^it you eont, noru? of which 
required any time# iisas I offered to be lielpful 'ithat Is in tho piihlio do? vain, 
which 1 rccogniacd can be a iiroblOTU 

Tlie records are part of t^io historical cases, so dotcmdjie*! by tho Attorney Genoral# 

He stated policy you violated on 5/5/77 , or don’t you reco^ isse tho Ai5 oithei^r 

Would you ]?jofor hat your silllrioss and o*^pidity bo procontc?! to the sitting 

on those c/ases? Perhaps got iavolve<.l in the appeals court too? Or have file against 
you and tten yoiriiave to produce a Vau/?hn v Rosen justification - for wlth}^olding wliat 
the govornment diclsoed years ago? 

Tlic infor:iation you withhold means nothing to be but the Set and official tmis)condLUJt 
and t}\o clarity of the public re^'^ord in those Mstorical cases do moan som tlxLng to \mm 
So \nU!. you ploase r-:prc;^ooss tiiOQO r'^cords and stop wasting time and money? If you don’t 
beiieve that tUe FOIAPA chief’s namo and all ©Iso you id.thliGlcl ia piiblic domain wJiy 
doii’t you ask DJ, which refeio^^thc rociords to you? And plea.se inc2iudo tho FBI file 
idontifications so I’ll knot/ ''records are involvojd in thos^^ cases in court# 


Sincerely, 
Harold Weisberg 


